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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-4, 7-22 are presented for the examination. Claims 5, 6 are cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ciccone, Jr. et al 
(US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) in view of Sandahl et al (US. Patent 6,098,098). 

3. As to claim 1, Ciccone teaches the invention substantially as claimed including; the 
invention for programming point of sale devices (nodes 55, col. 7, line 10, in the banking system, 
col. 2, line 43), comprising: 

a device programming system (system 2 having a monitoring node 22 and repository 

node 24, col. 3, lines 40 -48); 

a communication interface (interface connectable to line 32 within system 2, fig. 1 ); and 
wherein the plurality of devices includes devices having proprietary operating systems 

from two or more different manufacturers (col. 2, lines 28 - 37). 

Ciccone does not teach the communication interface for receiving update requests from 

the plurality of devices. Specifically, the device programming system 2 initiates any update to 
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the nodes 55. Ciccone teaches a communication interface for sending update request to the 
devices. 

4. In summary, Ciccone does not teach the initiation of the device update by the device 
itself. However, Sandahl teaches a device programming system for programming a plurality of 
devices (computer based equipment, col 4, lines 10-16). Specifically, each device itself 
initiates the update request. The device programming system is coupled to an interface to receive 
the update request from the device (file transfer request, col. 8, lines 23 - 25, col. 6, line 47 - col. 
7, line 6). 

5. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Ciccone and Sandahl because they both teach a device 
programming system for programming a plurality of devices. Sandahl f s teaching of device 
initiated update request would increase the flexibility of Ciccone by allowing the devices 
themselves to have the opportunity to request update. 

6. Claims 2, 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ciccone, Jr. 
et al (US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) in view of Sandahl et al (US. Patent 6,098,098), as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Resende (6,643,626 Bl). 

7. As to claim 2, Ciccone and Sandahl do not teach a device update file. However, Resende 
teaches a device update file (the admin/marketing, update the inventory of a sales point, col 5, In 
53-67 to col 6, In 1-10/ Fig. 1). 
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8. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Ciccone, Sandahl and Resende because Resende' s update 
file would improve the flexibility of Ciccone and Sandahl's systems by allowing a control center 
to monitor various sale point systems to reevaluate market strategy such as improving sales, 
improving profit margins, etc. 

9. As to claim 7, Resende teaches a device setup system operable (the admin/marketing, 
update the inventory of a sales point, col 5, In 53-67 to col 6, In 1-10/ Fig. 1), a plurality of point 
of sale devices (the various sales points, col 5, In 1-25). 

10. As to claim 8, Resende teaches provide configuration data updates (the modification of 
merchandise inventories / update the inventory of sales point, col 5, In 54-67 to col 6, In 1-5). 

11. As to claim 9, Resende teaches a device analytical system operable performs 
troubleshooting (inventory control, security, and marketing, col 4, In 56-67/ col 6, In 1-35). 

12. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ciccone, Jr. et al 
(US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) in view of Sandahl et al (US. Patent 6,098,098), as applied to claim 1 
above, and further AN (IEE OPOS (USPOS)* Compatible Pole Display Software). 

13. As to claim 3, Ciccone and Sandahl do not teach a class of point sale devices. However, 
AN teaches a class of point sale devices (a device class, section device class, page 1). 

14. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Ciccone, Sandahl and AN because AN's class device 
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would provides an open device driver architecture that allow point of same hardware to easily 
integrated into POS systems. 

15. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ciccone, Jr. et al 
(US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) in view of Sandahl et al (US. Patent 6,098,098), as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Rogge et al (US. 5,500,890). 

16. As to claim 4, Ciccone and Sandahl do not teach a polling system operable to poll each 
point of sale. However, Rogge teaches a polling system operable to poll each point of sale (the 
controller 24.... indicated polling, col 12, In 15-51). 

17. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Ciccone, Sandahl and Rogge because Rogge's polling 
would transfers data over the transaction approval network. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

18. Claims 10, 14, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ciccone Jr. 
et al (US. Patent 6,338,149 Bl). 

19. As to claim 10, Ciccone teaches the invention, comprising: receiving a programming 
request (request for diagnoses and corrects defects on a specific node 110, col. 1, lines 27 - 32); 

determining which of two or more proprietary operating systems is used by the point of 
sale device (col. 12, line 6, col. 2, lines 27 -37, col. 5, lines 15 - 65); and 
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transmitting the programming request to the point of sale device based on the proprietary 
operating system used by the point of sale device (col. 12, lines 22 - 40). 

20. As to claim 14, Ciccone teaches two or more operation systems (col 2, In 30-35) 

21. As to claim 17, Ciccone teaches storing a file (tempate 56, col. 7, lines 8-10) for each 
point of sales device (node 55, col. 7, line 10, in the banking system, col. 2, line 433), each file 
containing device operating commands (col. 5, lines 15 - 37); 

retrieving one of the files (template 56) in response to a programming request (signal 
indicating node configuration phase, col. 7, lane 5) for a corresponding devices (col. 7, lines 4 - 
11); and transmitting the file to the corresponding devices (col. 7, lines 9-10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

22. Claims 11, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ciccone, 
Jr. et al (US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) in view of Sandahl et al (US. Patent 6,098,098). 

23. As to claim 11, Ciccone does not teach the communication interface for receiving update 
requests from the plurality of devices. Specifically, the device programming system 2 initiates 
any update to the nodes 55. Ciccone teaches a communication interface for sending update 
request to the devices. 

24. In summary, Ciccone does not teach the initiation of the device update by the device 
itself. However, Sandahl et al teach a device programming system for programming a plurality of 
devices (computer based equipment, col. 4, lines 10-16). Specifically, each device itself 
initiates the update request. The device programming system is coupled to an interface to receive 
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the update request from the device (file transfer request, col. 8, lines 23 - 25, col. 6, line 47 - col. 
7, line 6). 

25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Ciccone and Sandahl et al because they both teach a device 
programming system for programming a plurality of devices. Sandahl f s teaching of device 
initiated update request would increase the flexibility of Ciccone by allowing the devices 
themselves to have the opportunity to request update. 

As to claim 12, it is an apparatus claim of claim 1 1 ; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 1 1 above. 

25. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ciccone, Jr. et al 
(US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) in view of Rogge et al (US. 5,500,890). 

26. As to claim 13, Ciccone does not teach a polling system operable to poll each point of 
sale. However, Rogge teaches a polling system operable to poll each point of sale (the controller 
24.... indicated polling, col 12, In 15-51). 

27. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Ciccone and Rogge because Rogge's polling would 
transfers data over the transaction approval network. 



28. Claims 15, 16, 18, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ciccone, Jr. et al (US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) further in view of Resende (6,643,626 Bl). 
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29. As to claim 15, Ciccone does not teach a public switched telephone network. However, 
Resende teaches a public switched telephone network (a switching assembly 120, col 6, In 36-50/ 
Fig. 3). 

30. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Ciccone and Resende because Resende 5 s update file would 
improve the flexibility of Ciccone system by allowing a control center to monitor various sale 
point systems to reevaluate market strategy such as improving sales, improving profit margins, 
etc. 

31. As to claim 16, Resende teaches the Internet, a local network, a wide area network and a 
wireless network (an network 22, such as an Internet, PSTN, Intranet or other suitable 
communication network, col 5, In 1-12). 

32. As to claim 18, Ciccone does not teach one class of rules, applying the class of rules to 
the two or more classes of files. However, Resende teaches one class of rules, applying the class 
of rules to the two or more classes of files (the control center 24 provide several functions, such 
as inventory control, security and marketing with various functions preferably being facilitated 
by various departments, col 4, In 56-67/ the control center for reevaluating market strategy, col 5, 
In 52-67). 

33. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Ciccone and Resende because Resende' s " the control 
center 24 provide several functions, such as inventory control, security and marketing with 
various functions preferably being facilitated by various departments, col 4, In 56-67/ the control 
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center for reevaluating market strategy" would improve the implementing of business methods 
and devices. 

34. As to claim 22, Resende teaches a change in a business entity (the modification of 
merchandise inventories, col 5, In 50-67), determining (predetermined, col 6, In 1-10), modify of 
the template (the modification o merchandise inventories contained with each of the various 
sales points, col 6, In 1-10), a telephone number, a list of allowable cards, a merchant number, an 
address, program modules, disabling program, enabling loyalty, disabling loyalty cart, enabling 
frequent buyer (sales, profit margins, etc, col 5, In 53-67/ a telephone, a cordless telephone, a 
backup power supply, a notebook computer , col 6, In 36-67). 

35. Claims 19, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ciccone, Jr. 
et al (US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) in view of Courts et al (US. Patent, 6,31 1,165 Bl). 

36. As to claim 19, Ciccone does not teach a point of sale device identifier, locating a data 
file associated with the point of sale device identifier. However, Scotts teach a point of sale 
device identifier (the peripheral's Mac address and a special "broadcast address"(col 22, In 9- 
67), locating a data file associated with the point of sale device identifier (using this information 
the peripheral 364 can access the server 334 and download an operating system, col 22, In 9-67). 
26. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Ciccone and Courts because Courts' s a point of sale device 
identifier, locating a data file associated with the point of sale device identifier would improve 
the efficiency of Ciccone 's system by idetifying the software device for the server. 
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37. As to claim 20, Scotts teaches receiving request from the point of sale device (a 
peripheral 364 being operate to transmit information to the server 334, col 21, In 21-50). 

38. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ciccone, Jr. et al 
(US. Patent 6,338, 149 Bl) Resende (6,643,626 Bl) in view of APA (Addmitted Prior Art). 

39. As to claim 21, Resende teaches imposing configuration constraints on the template 
based the point of sale device (transaction reports for each of the various sales points 12 may be 
utilized by the control center for reevaluating market, col 5, In 50-67/ col 6, In 1-7), select the 
template (reevaluating market strategy, such as for improving sales. . col 5, In 50-67/ col 6, In 
15-19). 

40. Resende do not explicit teach credit card. However, APA teaches credit card (credit card, 
page 2, In 5-8). 

41 . It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Resende and APA because APA's credit card would 
provides a payment processing and the financial institution. 

42. Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LeChi Truong whose telephone number is (703) 305 5312. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 - 5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on 703-305-9678. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIP. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIP 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 197(toll-free). 

LeChi Truong 
April 21, 2005 




SUE LAO 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



